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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

!)□ Responsive to connmunication(s) filed on 26 October 2005 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)^ Tiiis action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fonnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-3, 6, 8-10, 13, 15, 16, 18, and 1 9 remain for examination. The 
correspondence filed 10/26/05 amended claims 1-3, 6, 8-10, 15, 16, 18, and 19. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 9/9/05 was filed after 
the mailing date of the Office Action on 7/27/05. The submission is in compliance with 
the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97. Accordingly, the information disclosure statement is 
being considered by the examiner. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3, 6, 8-10, 13, 15, 16, 18, and 19 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

A. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

5. Claims 1-3, 6, 8-10, 13, 15, 16, 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Traw (U.S. Patent 5,949,877), Harari et al. (U.S. Patent 
5,602,987), Watanabe (U.S. Patent 5,450,366), Yasu et al. (U.S. Patent 5,912,849), and 
Sibigtroth (U.S. Patent 5,432,950). 
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Referring to Claims 1 , 2 and 9: 

Traw discloses a storage medium comprising: 

a specified storage area on which revocation information is registered, the 
revocation information being used to determine whether or not use of the storage 
medium by an electronic device is to be revoked (col. 6, lines 45-55). Further, Traw 
also discloses a controller which determines whether or not use of the storage medium 
by an electronic device which attempts to access to the storage medium is to be 
revoked (col. 3, lines40-45), based on the revocation information registered on the 
specified storage area and information sent from the electronic device (col. 3, lines 30- 
454; col. 6, lines 45-60), wherein the controller sends a key needed for a content 
exchange to the electronic device when the controller does not determine that use of 
the storage medium by the electronic device is to be revoked (col. 8, lines 30-55), and 
wherein a content which is encrypted using the key is written on a predetermined 
storage area of the storage medium by the electronic device (col. 8, lines 40-55). 

Traw does not explicitly disclose wherein the storage medium is a memory card, 
nor that the disclosed controller is embedded within the memory card; however, it 
should be noted that the list of permissible media includes magnetic disk drives [i.e. 
floppy disks and hard drives], but is open-ended (col. 12, lines 15-20). Harari discloses 
a memory card storage medium (col. 2, lines 54-59) comprising a controller embedded 
in the memory card (col. 5, lines 5-20 and Figure 2). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use a memory card 
similar to that disclosed by Harari as the media to be protected by the invention 
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disclosed by Traw. One would be motivated to do so because the invention disclosed 
by Harari constitutes an improvement over magnetic disk drives (Harari, col. 1, lines 17- 
23 and 45-50). 

Neither Traw nor Harari disclose a storage portion including a secret area which 
is capable of being accessed by a specific secret procedure. However, Watanabe 
discloses a memory card comprising a secret area which is capable of being accessed 
by a specific secret procedure (col. 6, line 58 - col. 7, line 5). It would have been 
obvious to partition the storage area in the memory card used in the combination of 
Traw and Harari. The motivation for doing so would be to make it possible to safely 
contain copyrighted material without permitting infringement (col. 2, lines 50-55). 

Traw, Harari, and Watanabe are silent regarding the public area of the memory 
card including both a rewritable public area and a read-only public area. However, 
Yasu discloses a memory card including both a rewritable public area and a read-only 
public area (col. 2, lines 20-67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to partition the publically accessible memory 
of the memory card in the previously disclosed combination into rewritable and read- 
only portions. The motivation for doing so would be to be able to use the same type of 
physical memory circuitry that can be substituted with both conventional RAM and ROM 
devices (col. 2, lines 55-60). 

The above combination of references does not stipulate that the read-only public 
area of the memory card contains revocation information, nor that the revocation 
information stored in said read-only public area is necessarily used to determine that 
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usage of the memory card by an electronic device is to be revoked. However, Sibigtroth 
discloses those limitations (col. 1 , line 55 - col. 2, line 5; col, 7, lines 45-60; Figures 2 
and 5). It would have been obvious to include revocation information such as found in 
Sibigtroth to protect the contents of memory in the above combination. The motivation 
for doing so would be to enhance the protection of the memory card against 
unauthorized read and write accesses (Sibigtroth, col. 1, lines 19-21). 

Referring to Claim 8: 

Traw disclose a contents protection method comprising the steps of: 
providing a specified storage area on storage medium and registering revocation 
information on the specified storage area, the revocation information being used to 
determine whether or not use of the storage medium by an electronic device is to be 
revoked (col. 6, lines 45-55); 

determining [by a controller on a memory card] whether or not use of the storage 
medium by an electronic device which attempts to access to the storage medium is to 
be revoked (col. 3, lines40-45), based on the revocation information registered on the 
specified storage area and information sent from the electronic device (coL 3, lines 30- 
454; col. 6, lines 45-60); sending a key needed for a content exchange to the electronic 
device when it is not determined that use of the storage medium by the electronic 
device is to be revoked (col. 8, lines 30-55); and 

writing a content which is encrypted using the key on a predetermined storage 
area of the storage medium by the electronic device (col. 8, lines 20-50). 
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Traw does not explicitly disclose wherein the storage medium is a memory card, nor 
that the disclosed controller is embedded within the memory card; however, it should be 
noted that the list of permissible media includes magnetic disk drives [i.e. floppy disks 
and hard drives], but is open-ended (col. 12, lines 15-20). Harari discloses a memory 
card storage medium (col. 2, lines 54-59) comprising a controller embedded in the 
memory card (col. 5, lines 5-20 and Figure 2). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use a memory card similar 
to that disclosed by Harari as the media to be protected by the invention disclosed by 
Traw. One would be motivated to do so because the invention disclosed by Harari 
constitutes an improvement over magnetic disk drives (Harari, col. 1, lines 17-23 and 
45-50). 

Neither Traw nor Harari disclose a storage portion including a secret area which 
is capable of being accessed by a specific secret procedure. However, Watanabe 
discloses a memory card comprising a secret area which is capable of being accessed 
by a specific secret procedure (col. 6, line 58 - col. 7, line 5). It would have been 
obvious to partition the storage area in the memory card used in the combination of 
Traw and Harari. The motivation for doing so would be to make it possible to safely 
contain copyrighted material without permitting infringement (col. 2, lines 50-55). 

Traw, Harari, and Watanabe are silent regarding the public area of the memory 
card including both a rewritable public area and a read-only public area. However, 
Yasu discloses a memory card including both a rewritable public area and a read-only 
public area (col. 2, lines 20-67). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
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the art at the time the invention was made to partition the publically accessible memory 
of the memory card in the previously disclosed combination into rewritable and read- 
only portions. The motivation for doing so would be to be able to use the same type of 
physical memory circuitry that can be substituted with both conventional RAM and ROM 
devices (col. 2, lines 55-60). 

The above combination of references does not stipulate that the read-only public 
area of the memory card contains revocation information, nor that the revocation 
information stored in said read-only public area is necessarily used to determine that 
usage of the memory card by an electronic device is to be revoked. However, Sibigtroth 
discloses those limitations (col. 1, line 55 - col. 2, line 5; col. 7, lines 45-60; Figures 2 
and 5). It would have been obvious to include revocation information such as found in 
Sibigtroth to protect the contents of memory in the above combination. The motivation 
for doing so would be to enhance the protection of the memory card against 
unauthorized read and write accesses (Sibigtroth, col. 1, lines 19-21). 

Referring to Claims 3, 10, 15 and 18: 

The above combination disclose the limitation of Claims 1,2,8 and 9 above. 
Traw further discloses the controller determines that use of the memory card by the 
electronic device should be revoked, a subsequent process is halted (col. 8, lines 10- 
15). 
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Referring to Claims 6, 13, 16 and 19: 

The above combination discloses the limitation of Claims 1,2,8 and 9 above. 
Traw further discloses the read-only public area is a storage area provided on a read- 
only non-volatile memory (col. 12, lines 15-25). 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tom Gyorfi whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-3849. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am - 5:00pm Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on (571) 272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300, 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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